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Earl of Mariboroug bl. 
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May it pleaſs Your Excellence,. . 


u R Excellence unſuſpected Zeal for Our 
Church, and Compaſſion towards thoſe who ſe- 
parate themſelves from her Communion ; the juſt Eſteem 
Jon have in your Countrey, and the Sway which You de- 
ſervedly bear in Our Council, are Conſiderations which 
conſpire to entitle your Excellence to the following Eſſay. 
I Ho it neither anſwers the Merits of my -Cauſe , 
nor the Heighth of your Illuſtrious Character: Aud. 
therefore, as the beſt Apology I can make for the Pre- 
ſumption - F this Addreſs., I ſhall. ouly ſay, That T 
1 0 43 hove. 
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have done my beſt to 
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to your Excellence by 
that I am 
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make it ſuitable to both: - but 
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Caſe of Toleration 
©: + 2 + RECOGNIZ'D.” 


T\\-| Power; whict Abuſe is in E ivil Matters nam Tyros: 
4 „. in Religious Caſes Perſecation, and in both Op- 


perverted to Violence; drives men to recover their Rights by 
Reſiſtance ; ſo few of the Revolutions of Force, ſtop at a fair 

t what may be honeſtly claim'd, but rather for fear 
of future Encroachmenes, carry the Injur'd to another extreme; 
who from a too quick ſenſe of their Sufferings, are apt to ima- 
gine, That they can never be ſafe from the hand that harm'd 
them, till it be wholly Difarm'd ; and then be ſure the Weapon 
will not lye long on the Ground „ but being ſeiz'd by the De- 
ſpoiler, ſhall return the Wounds with Uſury on thoſe who had 
brandiſhed it before. ' Now how far this is like to be the caſe of 
our Church, in regard of what we may dread for what we 


have done - to Diſſenters, and what might have been done to 
prevent it, ſhall be the Subject of the 4 5 


| equent Eſſay. 
That Diſſenters were too hardly handled, when they were 
Fined or Impriſon d for bare Separation, was evident to all them 


ſecution : Bue whether or no, 'when Toleration was Eſtabliſh'd 


by Law, its Conditions were ſo warily weigh'd, as might Cor- 


rect the Oppteſſion of Conſcience, without endangering our 
Conflitution ; or if it was not rather ſo coniriv'd, either care · 
lefly, or to ſerve a Deſign, as might ſome time or other put ic in 
the power of thoſe who had been Afflicted unjuſtly, to retali- 


ate the Wrongs they had Suffered with Intereſt, is a Queſtion: 
. worthy of an impartial Anſwer. And in order to the giving of 


it, 1 Be | | 4 | | Kr Firſt, 
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| J Othing'is more ufnal among Men, that the Abuſe or 


Preſſon or a Denial of what is due. But as Power 


who had not their-Eyes bli wich the dazling profits of Per- 
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Te Caſe of Toleration Recognix a. 


"Firſt enquire, How far Toleratien is at unaliemable Right | i ig 
of Humanity? 
, How far that Right had been denied to Dil- 
enters = 64 
And Laſtly, What Conditions might have been juſtly An- 


next.to the Law that allowd them their Natural Li- 
deni +33 4 12 n theic be | 


Before we can detarmine how far Tolefation is an unaliena- 
ble Right of Nature, we muſt examine how far Government 
may go in reſtraining the common Rights of Nature; for other- 

iſe, ſince Government may, and in a great meaſure muſt. (for 


the Publick Safety) abtidge the natural Freedom of every par- 
ticular Perfon that comes under it; we are uncertain, Whether 
or how far Liberty of Conſcience is among thoſe Rights that are 
liable to the Laws of the State. 


Now there are two Characters of an unalienable Right; one 
is, That it is ſuch as may not, The other is, That it is ſuch as 
can not be diſpos d of by Human Authority. Human Laws 
may indeed diſpoſe of all that Mankind can diſpoſa of, becauſe 
it is the nature of Society, to ſubject the Property of every Indi- 
vidual co the Publick Neceſſities; and therefore in caſes of im-- 
minent Danger, particular Properties may be ſeiz d A the com- 
mon Protectors, and thrown into the general Stock of the State, 
to ſecure the Republick : For as the World is a Common to 


private Men in time of urgent Neceflicies, ſo private Eſtates he- 


come common when the Publick needs that Relief: and wholo- 
ever in a Dangerous Juncture, begrudges a proportion'd ſhare 
of his Property towards the ſupport of the Government, makes 
himſelf unworthy of its Protection ſo ſoon as the Danger is 
over: But on the other. hand, if there are ſome Rights, to 
which One greater than all che, Governors upon Earth has an ir- 
reverſible Claim, both Superior and Antecedent to the: Ties of 
Society, then certainly theſe. Rights are without the reach of 
Human Diſpoſal , they are in the Cuſtody, but not at the Diſ- 
ctetion of Men. For inſtance ; the Homage of the Mind due 
unto God, as the ſupreme and univerſal Sovereign, is His by 
a Right above and before all other Obligations imaginable. 
Conſcience is an Incloſure, never to be laid open to any Inva- 
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The Caſe of. Toleration Recognix d. 
der; it is in our keeping, but it is God's Property, and therefore 
to break in upon it, is Sacriledge in the higheſt degree; and 
not to defend it, thoughic were to the loſing of Life, is Treache- 
ry to the moſt important of Truſts, That then is an unaliena- 

ble Right, which may not upon any Conſideration whatſoever be 

either Reſigned or Invaded. - .- | 

But again; That is certainly an unalienable Right, which how- - ö 
ever hard an Uſurper may puſh to have it, or how willingly ſoe- 
ver the Owner wou' d wiſh to throw it up, yet is neither in the 
Power of the one to make a Seizure of it, nor of the other to 
let it go; and among ſuch Rights, we are to reckon che Perſua- 
ſions of the Mind. For let Perſecutors oppreſs and plague 
Men for their Opinions, as far as Pride and Cruelty can carry 
them, yet it is impoſſible for them ever to come ac what they 
Claim. Mens Notions are not in their power, nor alterable by 
an act of Will; no, not even when they ate Falſe, or a mere 
effect of Prejudice. They depend upon the view that the Under». 
ſtanding has of things, and therefore there is no poſſibility to 
change them by external Force. External Force indeed may 
make Men ſay and do what's contrary to their Sentiments, but 
it will never make a Conqueſt of the Heart. If therefore Per- 
ſecutors who pretend to Piety, would but conſider that they have 
a Hypocrite where they expect a Convert, the Carkaſs, where 
they claim the Soul, ic were impoſlible for them to perſecute 
People for the ſake of their Opinions, or to imagine that God 
is Honour'd , by forciog Multitudes to draw nigh unto bim with 
their Lips, while their Hearts are far from him. But if they have 

- pleaſure in Oppteſſion, or long after Opportunities to fatten 
themſelves upon the ſpoil of Perſecution, let them own their Max- 
ims, and declare to all the World, how well they deferve Au- 
thority who are pleas'd with ſuch Occaſions. For if they hope. 

by bare co- action to make a property of Conſcience” ,) they. are 
as Mad as they are wicked, ſince Conſgience can never. be com- 
pell'd ;- It bas a Virgin Modeſty, that may be gain'd by gentle 
Courtſhip, or good iments, but can never be prevail d up- 
on by an open Rape. Theſe then are the two. Characters of an 


: 


unahenable Right; one is, That it may not; the other is, That 
it can not be diſpos d of at Diſcretion. It is therefore as evident, 
That Liberty of Conſcience is to be allow d to all Men, as it is 
that no Man ieee is unalienably appropriated un- 
1 5 F © Y te 
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The Caſe of Toleration Recognizd. 
to God, nor require of another what that other neither may 
nor can confer upon him. So far then Toleration does appear 
an univerſal Right of Human Nature, as it implies a Freedom 
tg every ſingle Perſon to ſpequlate without the check of Inqui- 
ions, and Worſhip God in ſuch a way as his Reaſon judges 
moſt Acceptable and Convenient. b: | 

But becauſe it may be Alledg'd, That if this were all that's 
meant by Toleration, to wit, A Liberty to Think as Men ſee 
cauſe, without enquiring into, or puniſhing them for their Opi- 
nions, the Controverſy concerning it might be eaſily concluded; 
ſince even Courts of Inquiſition proceed ( or at leaſt pretend to 
proceed) upon Preſumptions from Overt - Acts, or Words, that ate . 
more than ſimple Thoughts: we muſt therefore examine, how 
much further Toleration muſt be extended toward certain Acti- 
ons which cannot be 'conceal'd, and which are the Indications 
of internal Sentiments : and in order to the clearing of this Par- 
ticular, (which is indeed the hinge whereupon the whole Debate 
depends) we muſt conſider how far Toleration is a common 
Right, with reſpe& to the known Practices of them that are 
Tolerated Now in doing this, I lay it-down as a juſt and uni- 
verfal Rule to go by in this Matter, That all fach Actions as 
are connected with our Notions (but more eſpecially ſuch 
of them as are the reſult of Religious Approhenſions ) are alto- 
gether allowable z and that the reſtraining of them by Penal Im- 
poſions, is to paſs for Perſecution mote or lefs, in proportion 
to the Penalties whereby they are prohibited. For if it is de- 
monſtrable (which I believe I have already ſufficiently. made 
out) That our Thoughts are not the object of Human Laws, 
but the liat province of Divine Juriſdiction; then it ne- 
ceſſarily follows, That ſuch Actions as are annext to Notion, 
are no more the Object of man's Authority than are the Noti- 
ons themſelves. For to grant that I may think as I ſee cauſe, 
and yet may not do what IT know to be an Obligation iſſuing 
from that Thought, is the ſame thing as to deny me liberty of 
Thought. For I would fain know What odds there is between 
puniſhing me for my Opinion, and for an Act of mine which I 
muſt do if I am directed by it. It's the ſame thing then, whether 
1 ſuffer for my judgment, or for the Achon that my Judgment 
will oblige me to, if F prefer the Authority of God to that of 
Man; it eicher caſe I am a Sufferer for the ſake of TE 
w—_ 4 t's 
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The Caſe of Taleration Recogniz'd. 

It's all one then, as to the unavoidable event of Perſecution , 
whether a man is puniſhe ſor his ſimple. Sentiments, or for the 
Actions that are morally connected with them; inſomuch 
that to have Perſecuted St. Paul, even for his Perſecuting other 
men, when he thought he did God good Service in doing ſo, 
wou d have been an unjuſtifiable Severity; -otherwiſe it will be 
difficult to make good ſenſe of the Apology he made after his 


Conve rſion, in his own defence, when he came to ſuffer for that 


Cauſe that he had formerly 2 » Men and brethren (ſaid he) 
know 2 lived in all good conſcience toward God and men 
wnto this day. | | 
Indeed Tara Religion a matter of abſtracted Contemplacion, 
Toleration might be then confined to bare Opinions; but if Re- 
ligion is a Rule of Practice, if Conſcience muſt force a man to 
act upon perſwaſion, then it is as evident that Toleration muſt 
extend to all the actions of practical Concluſions, as it is that 
man ſhould be permitted to govern himſelf by Conſcience: for 
to allow a man to think in moral matters without coaction, and 
not to act accordingly, is to ſuppoſe that Conſcience is confined 
to tion, a principle cut off from practice, which being 
totally taken up with notion, has nothing elſe to be concerned in; 
and this at bel is an unfruitful Faith, a ſound Belief without 
ſuitable Good Works, the very root of all Libertiniſm and Irreli- 
gion. It is appatent therefore, that Liberty of Conſcience im- 
plies not only a 2 of thinking, (for that is a privilege that 
no mafi needs to thank another for, while every one may think 
as he ſees cauſe, whether any other will or no) but alſo, a free- 
dom to act conform to the ſentiments of Conſcience, which is 
a Principle that does not reſt in Speculation, but (morally ſpeak» 
ing) neceſſarily influences Practice. = 
t's true, here an Objection daes ariſe, that deſerves to be diſ- 
cuſs'd, and it's this in ſhort 5 That ſuch an Extent of Toleration 
ſeems inconſiſtent with the Securities of Government; becauſe 
if men may act whatever an erronequs Conſcience can ſug- 
geſt, Hypocrites or Enthuſiaſtick Zealots may under this pre- 
rence ſubvert the whole Order and Quietof the world. They 


* (as ſometimes they have done) commit the worſt of Crimes, 
an 


covering all with the name of Coolconcy, plead its. Preroy 
gative to defend their Villagies. But both to Lale ſuch a Scru- 
ple, and vindicate the Truth I have aſſerted, I aſſume this ſingle 
| an Suppo- 
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Ihe Caſe of Toleration Recognix d. 
Suppoſition, That Conſcience is compatible with the quiet of the world. 
And if any queſtion the conſiſtence of the Two, it will be 
needful in order to their ſatisfaction, to diſcourſe diſtindly of 
what belongs to either. W 
- Firſt then, I ſay, That Conſcience is a Principle whoſe Pro- 
jects are all level d at the concerns of another Life. It looks 
above the World and its Py Intereſts , and ſuffers the Super- 
intendants of this Earth to diſpoſe of ſecular deſigns, as their 
policy thinks moſt convenient. It is peaceable as well as pure, 
contented not to intermeddle with other mens affairs, providin 
other men break not in upon its Rights. A $f pro agai 
conſiders (or ſhould at leaſt conſider J) only ſecular Concerns.; 
and if at any time its actings interfere with the Concerns o 
Conſcience, then it is Offictous, and goes beyond its proper 
bounds Its deſign is to protect men in their Rights; and there- 
fore findigg them in the poſſeſſion of Conſcience, as a ſacred 
Property never to be toucht, it is fo far from being intended as 
an Engine to moleſt men in the enjoyment of what is unaliena- 
bly theirs, that on the contrary, it either does, or certainly ſhould 
ſecure to them, all that to which they have an uncontroverted 
Title. Conſcience therefore, and good Government, ate ſo far 
from any thing that looks like Oppoſition, that on the contrary, 
their Concerns being as diſtant as Heaven is from Earth, the Af- 
fairs of this from thoſe of another Life, they can never 
claſh with one another. Faction, I confeſs, dreſt up in the ſhape 
of Conſcience, may diſturb the Order of the World ; and Go- 
vernment declin'd to 8 may endeavour to deforce men 
from their Rights; but then ſuch unjuſtifiable ſtrifes are not the 
eſfects of Conſcience, nor good Government; but the wild 
fruits of Rapine or Enthuſiaſm, of Hypociſy or finiſter Paſſions, 
which uſurp plauſible names, to purſue the moſt execrable pur- 


. poſes with the more ſucceſs, If it be objected ſtill, that an er- 


ronecus Conſcience, if ſuffered to act 5 to its whimſical 

conceits, (as we know comes oftentimes to paſs) may under the 

pretence of Piety, practice the moſt abominable Pranks ; and 

how then ſhall Government ſubſiſt? J anſwer, And fo may the 

Authority of Government (as we know is every whit as cuſto- 

mary) encroach upon a tender Conſcience, and under the pre- 

text of preſerving Peace, commit the moſt intolerable. Cruehies. 
What can be done (may it be askt) to prevent theſe recipro- 
| | Cal 


The Caſe of Toleration Recogni d. 
cal damages they may do to one another? The very ſame (I 
ſay) that is provided to ſecure us againſt all other leg practi- 
ces. Good Laws may be made to ſecure temporal Property from 
the invaſions of deſpotick Power; and fo the like may be done 
to hinder Religious and Secular Aſſemblies from harming one 
another. If it be urg'd, that if after all proviſions made to pre- 
vent and compoſe their quarrels , they cannot come to an Agree- 
went, how is the matter to be ſetled then between them? The 
very ſame way (I ſay) that any diſpute is ended concerning Ci- 
vil Rights; and that is by appealing to the Laws; and if after 
that, the Contention ſhall continue, there's no remedy but Force, 
with an appeal to God to countenance a righteous Cauſe ; which 
ſince it is allow'd in Secular Affairs, why it may not be pleaded 


in Religious Rights, which are infinitely more ſacred, is above 


my apprehenſion. The Caſe then comes at laſt to this, that Li- 
3 of Conſcience, which implies a freedom to think what is 
moſt acceptable to God, and conſequently to do whatever is the 
neceſſary reſult of ſuch Thoughts, is a right of Mankind never 
to be invaded, till ach Thoughts lead men to act in ſuch a man- 
ner, as undermines the Order of the World, and under a pretence 
of Religion, diſcovers a deſign upon Secular Authority: then in- 
deed the Powers. of this: Earth are not to bear the Sword in 
vain; but both may, and ſhould cruſh all ſuch fanatical and hy- 
poeritical aſpiring. Bur as to either caſe, for men to pretend to 
Religion who aim at Worldly Dominion; or thoſe who govern 
the World, to oppreſs Societies who are occupied about the In- 
tereſts of another Life, is what both the one and the other muſt 
anſwer for to him, who ſhall one day judge equicably between 
them. Thus I have diſpatcht the firſt part of my Enquiry, to r, 
how far Toleration is an unalienable Right of Nature; whicir 
L think, is juſt as far as a Liberty of thinking and acting, can 
go in matters purely Religious. The next thing to be done, is, 
to conſider how far that Right had been denied to Diſſenters. 

An Apology fog Perſecution of any fort, won'd be very im- 
proper in a Diſcoutſe that pleads for Toleration in its true Lati- 
eude : therefore not to juſtify the Severicy of ſome, but rather 
to ſoften the Indignation of others, I believe I may venture to 
affirm, That never was there in any place of the World, ſo bit- 
ter Complaints for fo flender Oppreſtion, as the Diſſentets have 


utter d Tor what they have ſuffer'd upon the {core of Opinion in. 


Eugland ; 


The Caſe of. Tolcration Recogniz'd. 
Ergland; of whom notwithſtanding we might have enpected 
more Modeſty, had they either refleted upon their Brethrens 
Practices in the Neighbouring Nation at preſent, of their own 
old Perſecutions, which they ſet on foot, when they had the 
Power of an Uſurper to protect them; in whom, his Inclinati- 
ons to Tolerate (the only good thing that was in him) w all 
they objected againſt, who ever ſince have made the 
Out cry for not being tolerated : and if I ſhould add, That they 
are convinc'd in their Conſciences, that there is not any Se& of 
all their Societies, that would not (had they been able) have 
| ſhown greater Severity to all the other Diſſenters, than anyof them 
have ever met with at the hands of thoſe againſt whom 
ſeem all to conſpire, (the only thing they agree in), I don't 
think that this Cenſure could be juſtly conſtructed cable, 
- without ſuppoſing them on whom it is paſs'd, a people extreme - 
ly unthoughtful. A Conſideration it were to be wiſht they wou'd 
often reflect on; for then they cou'd never unite in a common 
deſign to ſubvert an Eſtabliſkmene, which after all their aggra - 
vations of its Severity, has-been gentler to them even in its an- 
grieſt Fits, than any of them, had they the Sword in their hand, 
(as God forbid that ever they ſhould) would be either to It, or 
to one another, in the time of their moſt ſerene and pacified 
humours. But not to dip in drawing a Parallel: between what 
they have done to, and ſuffered from others; ( for I ſuppoſe they 
are pleaſed that ſuch Compariſons ſhould not be made) I ſhall 
conſider theit Sufferings in an abſolute manner, which I'm ſare 
is the kinder way of arguing with them And ſo I come to 
Matter of Fact, © | 80 ; Ray 
They cannot pretend that they ever ſuffered for their ſimple 
Opinions; there never was a Court of Inquiſition erected in Eng- 
land, during any of the Reigus that ruled them with Rigor: 
( tho? I cannot forbear to ſay, that ſomething very like it, was 
of late conniv'd at, if not enacted in Scotland); they were 
all along allowed to worſhip God in their Families after their 
own Fancies, and the way of their Fathers : None of them was 
ever forbid to Pray as long, ſing Pſalms as land, and Preach as 
nuch as he pleaſed at Home in his houſe 3 che coming to Church 
was never enjoin'd them under a Penalty, nor was the Bowing 
the Head, or Bending the Knee at the Altar, the ſeeing a 'Sur- 


plice, or being ſign'd with the Sign of the Croſs, maden con- 
dition 


"> 


The Caſe of Toleration Recogniz d. 
dition either of keeping a Shop, or carrying a Pack to purchaſe 
a Farm, They were indeed, under a pretence of preventing or 
_ prohibiting popular Tumults, debarr d from the privilege of meer- 
ing together in numerous Bodies of Religious Aſſemblies: (and 
I wiſh I could as eaſily defend this Severity, as I can, that they 
had no ſolid ground to go by in making themſel ves liable to it.) 
But fince Conſcience is a tender thing, and ſubject only to God, 
who ſees into the ſecret. movements of men, it ſhou'd therefore, 
as to its Actions, as well as the Notions that guide it, be entirely 
left to the Judgment of him who ſearches the heart, and is ac- 
quainted with all its intentions; and conſequently it muſt be ac- 
knowledg'd,that the Meetings of Schiſmatical men, while they did 
not meddle with Secular Matters, ſhould not have been render' d 
obnoxious to the chaſtiſements of C Authority, But after all, 
when it's duly conſidered, how little they ſuffer d, and how hu- 
mourous they were in their Sufferings; how a ſhort Imptiſon- 
ment of a few of their number, and a ſmall Fine rais'd by a 
great Congregation, was all they had to cumplain of; fo that 
not only the Captives were ſoon ſet at liberty, but even a Re-. 
prieve from the Law was procured, and in a manner a-Licenſe - 
to break it: I ſay, when all this is conſidered, as one muſt re- 
et the Severity, ſo if he's impartial, he can ſcarce forbear this 
ion, That e en as this loweſt degree of Perſecution cannot 
be juſtified, ſo there never was ſo loud a Clamour rais'd for fo 
fender a hardſhip. However, a Hardſhip ic was, tho' it amount- - 
ed only to this, That the Diſſenters of Exgiuzd, who are alm 
— Enemies to oleration, were forbid under the ſlighteſt 
ties, to —_—_ together in Religious Societies, without - 
Chew band victed of Faction. But now that they are 
tolerated by an expreſt Statute, it's to be hoped that they will 
grumble no more. And this brings me ta the Third Head of 
my Enquiry, via. What Conditions might have been juſtly an- 
next to that Law that allows them their Natural Liberty, to pre- 
vent their Endeavouts to ruin our preſeac Eſtabliſhment. © 
Nau in order to the clearing of this particular, (which is indeed 
the niceſt Point of the whole) I hall take chat method which 


L imagine moſt effectual, and that is, feige a Dialogue between 


a Diſſenter and Divige of Qur Church, diſputing their Rights 
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The Caſe of | Toleration Recognix d. 

D. 1 wonder how any Church-man can be fo Inconſiderate 

( 1 ſhould rather ſay Cruel) as to begrudge Toleration to thoſe 
that difter from them in their Opinions? ne 
Div. Why Friend ? What's the matter now, I thought we 
had been all good Neighbours, if not good Chriſtians, ſince Liberty 
of Conſcience came among us; but ſome Men are never {atisfied, 
no not even after they have got more than their due. Let me tell you 
Iam ſurpriz d, that at this time of Day you continue your Com- 
plaints, when you have all you can erave, and more than you deſerve. 
Let me know what you mean by Tolerat ion, and what by Perſecution ; 
and if you can fix on us at preſent, either the Denial of the one, 
or Infliting of the other, I promiſe to come over to your Side, 
which yet I wou'd be very loth to do. But now I think Seve- 
rity is laid aſide , which I wiſh ic had never been Practis d, 
ſo I hope it ſhall never return? © * A 
Diſſ. I'own indeed it fares better with us now, when we may 
Worſhip God as we think fit, without riſquing the Freedom of 
our Perſons in a PMſon, or Impairing our Eſtates: for praying 
without Book: but withal, while Church Champions clamour 
at our Freedom, as a Mine laid to' blow up Cathedrals; and 
while others who pretend to Moderation, are at work to find 
new Penal Laws, in the room of thoſe that are Aboliſh'd; I 
reckon we are ſtill in hazard, and if we have yet cauſe to ap- 
prehend that New Chains are a preparing for us, do you think 
we have reaſon to be mute and ſay nothing of our Danger? No, 
no, Sir, we will never be reconcil'd to Fetters, ' forge them as 
you will; and whether you lay upon us Fain the old loads of 
Iron, or new Chains of the beſt burniſhed gilver, we can never 
like the wear that puts us under Thraldom: For he's a Slave 
fill that drags about his Chain, be the Metal never ſo valuable 
of which ic is compoſed. oo 1 ener ne 5 nie 
Div. I congratulate with you, That your Captivity is paſt;That 
You run no riſque neither in your Perſons nor Purſes for Pray- 
ing without Book, ( tho' by the by, I muſt tell you, there is 
ſomething more excellent that men may hazard by unpremedi- 
tate Prayer); but why at preſent you ſhould have ſo black ap- 
prehenſions of the Clamors of Church-Champions , of Fetters, 
and Chains, and I know not what elſe is more than I can 
account for; unlels it be, that your Preachers perceiving that 
their Contributions turned to a better Reckoning, when . 
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and their Hearers run a riſque for not coming to Church; re- 
ſume the old Alarm of Conventicles, as if Liberty of Conſci- 
P ” ence were in danger of being invaded a- new, on purpoſe to 
raife that Liberality by which they ſubſiſt, but was never fo low 
as it has been ſince Toleration ſunk it of late; and in proceſs 
N ol time is like to dwindle to nothing, unleſs ridiculous Rumors, 
and a falſe Opinion of approaching Severities recover it, or keep 
it from expicing wholly, | 
Di. Well, You may mock us as much as you pleaſe, but we 
know well enough that our Jealouſies are no greater than the 
grounds that produce them; and we look upon the revival of 
- obſolete ſcoffing at us and our way, as a Prognoſtick of bitterer 
Uſage ; we have formerly found it ſo, and knowing the Tree by 
its Fruit, may conclude, ſince your Temper continues the ſame 
| towards us as before, your Deeds will be fo too, fo ſoon as you 
ſee an opportunity to give vent to that Rage, which being ſo 
long reſtrain'd, we are afraid may break out ar laſt with a Fury 
| proportion d to the force that animates inveterate Anger. 

Div. Pray what Danger is it you dread ſo much ? ]s it that 
of being robb'd of Toleration, and coming again under the laſh 
of Penal Laws. | 

x Dif The very ſame, Sir; you have hit ont in a very few 
words. | X 
| Div. If that's the thing that difturbs yeu, I hope e er we part 
} l . . 
| to perfuade you out of your Fears: For if you will allow me to 
be better acquainted with the Deſigns of chem you reckon as 
| Foes, and can give any credit to one of their Number, you 
| may depend on't, there's nothing leſs in their thoughts, than to 
| take your Toleration away. But becauſe you are not diſpos d to 
believe well of their Good Will towards you, yet you may reſt 
upon another ſort of aſſurance, and that is, the Affection they 
bear to themſelves: For they ſeem now-univerſally convinc'd, 
| that the ſeverities you met with ſupported your Schiſm ; and that 
had you been tolerated ſooner, it had been nearer an end. But 
withal I would ask you a Queſtion-or two; What it is you un- 
| derſtand by Toleration ? And what by Perſecution ? a 
ä Dif}. By Toleration , we mean a Liberty to worſhip God af- 
ter what manner, and in what numbers we pleaſe; and by Per- 
ſecution, any manner of Puniſhment for doing ſo. , 
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Div. If this be all, and you can ſuppoſe there is any Truth 


in Oae who fcruples not the wearing a Surplice, I proteſt to you, 


I know neither Church-Champion, nor Coward, who wou'd 
tho' hie cou d, either ſhuc up your Meeting: Houſes, or puniſh 
you any manner of way for ſeparating from them. But be 
frank with me, and tell what has of late given riſe to your Ter- 
rors ; as for my part I cannot conjeQure their Cauſe, 

Di. And don't you know what Surmiſes there are how to 
ſupplant us; and I wiſh Sutmiſes were all: Was there not about 
two Years ago, an open Attempt made from a certain Corner 
of the Houſe of Commons, to have the Sacramental Teſt ſo 
enlarg'd, as wou'd if it had ſucceeded, have undoubtedly end- 
ed inthe Ruin of our Religious Rights; and now that there is ſuch 
a Turn come upon the Publick Councils, as muſt in all probability 
terminate in procuring what was then projected, and with it (as 
an infallible conſequence) a ſwift Subverſion of Religious Liber- 
ty; have we no reaſon to fear? 

Div. Let me intreat you to hold; for now that you have 
own'd the ground of all your grumbling, I deſire e er we devi- 
ate from it, to diſcuſs it, by ſhewing how unreaſonable it is. 1 
pretend you have no juſt cauſe to dread Perſecution upon the ac- 
ccunt of your Conſcience; you ſay you have: But to convince 
you of the contraty, I ſeek no more than that you adhere to what 
you have already ſaid, to wit, That Perſecution is a puniſhing of 
men for not conforming to the Religion Eſtabliſh'd by Law. I 
ack again, whether or no this is a true Definition of Perſecution? 

Diſf. It is. 

Div. Well, if it be fo, anſwer me this, Are you perſecuted by 
being debart'd from publick Employments ? That attempt that 
frighten'd you ſo much, had it then been effected, it would but 
have turn'd you out of Civil or Military Poſts; or if it ſhou'd 
hereafter ſucceed, it can have no other effect. But what have 
ſuch Offices to do with the Salvation of Souls? Mayn't you go 
to Hezven without Worldly Honour? Cannot your Conſcien- 
ces be contented unleſs you mingle in the Councils of State? Is 
ic impoſlible to be a Chriſtian, without being a Juſtice of Peace? 
Oc to Pray ex tempore, except you have a Conſtable's Staff? You 
ſeem to have intirely forgot our Saviour's Warning and Com- 
mand, Love not the world, nor the things of the world ; for if any 
man love the world, the love of my Father is not in bim. I thought 


you 
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you had lookt upon the Privilege of calling on God as Conſcience _ 


directs you, as true Toleration; and the being puniſhed for do- 
ing ſo, as the only Perſecution you had cauſe to complain of; 
but I find there's ſomething elſe at the bottom of ſome mens 
grumbling ; and that tho Chriſt has declared that bis King im is 
not of this world, (and conſequently that men may be his Diſci- 
ples without having any ſhare of Secular Truſt) yet there are not 
wanting thoſe, who would fain make Temporal Dominion one 
of the Rights of his Diſcipleſhip. Let me adviſe you then, 
to deal plainly, and own frankly, That by Liberty of Conſci- 
ence you do not only underſtand a Privitege to worſhip God as 
you think fit, but alſo a Right to be cloathed with Coercive Pow- 
er, to Sit and A in Civil Courts, and Exerciſe Secular Jurifdi- 


ction: Own this, I ſay, That Conſcience is mutilated and op- 


1 ſo ſoon as it is deſtitute of the Arm of Fleſh ; and then we 
all know how to rank you, and how to deal with all ſuch, 
whoſe Principle it is, That Dominion is founded upon Grece ; 
and that ſince the Saints ſhould rule the World, ev'ry Saint ſhould 
have his Share of Power proportion'd to his Signs of Grace. 
Anſwec me therefore this ſingle Queſtion, Whether or no you 
think ic Perſecution to put Men from Publick Employments ? 
If you think it is, your Notion of Suffering will never intitle 
you to the Character or Crown of a Confeſſor; it not, why 
complain you without Cauſe ? | 

Dsſſ. You may triumph as much as you pleaſe in Propound- 
ing and Anſwering your own Queltions; but I tell you plainly, 
That we account it Perſecution, to be denied the Common Rights 
of Citizens and Subjects upon the Score of our Religious Sen- 
timents. | 

Div. And I dare ſay, that in this you are out in your Reckon- 
ing. Had our Saviour .come (as the Jews ſuppos'd that he 
would) a Temporal Deliverer into the World, to erect a Throne, 
and aſſume a Secular Sway, there is no doubt but his Diſciples 
ſhould all of them have had a Share in his Government; but ſince 
he aim'd at nothing leſs than ſuch Juriſdiction, and enter'd his 
Followers upon 2 of Offices, diſtinct in their Nature 
and End, from what belongs to Temporal Courts, it is ama- 
zing how any can ſo much as ſuppoſe , that they who are per- 
mitted to perform all the Functions of their Spiritual Calling, 


ſhould be number'd with Martyrs, for being made the more ca- 
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pable of performing them well, in being excluded from ſuch 
Corporations as are buſied with Worldly Concerns. I challenge 
any Diſſenter, to quote, if he can, One Single Authority ei- 
either out of the New Teſtament, or the Firſt and beſt Apolo- 
gies for Our Religion , from which it may be inferr'd, That 
Chriſtians did ever reckon themſelves Perſecuted for a bare De- 
ptivation of Secular Power. Turn over the Hiſtories of An- 
cient Times, or conſider the Complaints of thoſe who ſuffer 
now-a-days for the Faith, and if you find, that either they who 
were of old oppreſt by Heathen Emperors, or are at preſent 


Perſecuted by Turkiſh Tyranny, or Popiſh Inquiſitions, did ever 
yet add it as an Item in their Afffictions, That they were bereft 


of Civil Authority, I will acknowledge it Criminal to have ſuch 
a thing as Sacramental Teſts in the State. But on the other hand, 
if they, even every one to a man, would have been ſo far from 
accuſing their Governors as Rigid or Cruel , that they 
would have bleſt them as their Protectors, might they have but 
worſaipp'd God according to Conſcience upon the Condition of 
never appearing in Secular Conſiſtories; I think it is as unrea- 
ſonable as it is unpreſidented, for Modern Sectarians to make 
ſuch a Clamor, ſor a ſimple Surmiſe to diveſt them of Tempo- 
ral Truſts. 

Di//. I pretend not to plead a Parallel between Our Sufferings, 
and that of Them to which you wou'd upon deſign indireAly 
compare it. I know the Caſes differ widely: Ours is of an In- 
ferior, as Theirs is of a Superlative Degree ; and therefore Their 
Apology and Ours muſt differ accordingly. But after all you 
have ſaid, I. don't fee but it's ſtill Perſecution to be deny'd the 
Rights of Citizens upon the ſcore of Religion. And ſince you 
are ſo fertile of Queſtions to perplex our ſide of the Controver- 
ſy, Ill ask you one in my turn, which perhaps will puzzle you 
how to get rid of it; and it's this: How is it you come to 
know, That either the Inſtances of ancient or modern Sufferers 
for the Faith, which you have given, do any way anſwer the 
purpoſe of your Plea? Had the Caſe of theſe perſecuted People 
been the ſame with ours, you cannot tell whether or no their 
Complaints wou'd have been the ſame with ours too. The Se- 
verities that they ſuffered were extreme, and therefore it was 
natural to them to form their Arguments accordingly ; and con- 
ſequently not to infiſt upon remonſtrating _ ſmaller Suf- 


ferings, 
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ferings, when they had greater Grievances to be removd: But 


this does not prove (but rather indeed ſuppoſe) that when theſe 
were once redreſt, they would ſtraight have laid their Scheme 


to have had thoſe others at an end. But Perſecution is Perſecu- 


tion ſtill, be it great or be ir little ; and therefore to bring this 
whole Matter to a point, we do pretend, That to puniſh Men 
more or leſs for their Religious Principles, is more or leſs to Per- 
ſecure them; and conſequently, to impair their Rights as Cici- 
zens upon the ſcore of Conſcience, is a Perſecution proportiona · 
ble to that abatement of their due. * 

Div. If, as you acknowledge, there has been all- a- long an un- 
parallel'd imparity between your light Afflictions and the grie- 
vous Oppreſſions of other men, we muſt reckon it unjuſt, that. 
you have not obſery'd the ſame moderation in your Complaints 
that was ſuitable to your Sufferings ; but rather collecting as 
were all the mournful Strains that the bittereſt uſage cou'd ex- 
tort, have magnify'd them as much above their true ſize, as 
they fell below the real crimes for which they ſhould have been 
inflited, and whereof I am willing to acquit you. But as to 
the Queſtion which you think ſo difficult to be Solv'd, I mult 
ſay, I know not where it pinches, It's built upon a Suppoſiti- 
on that appears to me both Impious and Precarious. You aſſert 
it natural to thoſe whoſe Sufferings were various and ſevere, to 
turn all their Strength towards the having the harder Penalties - 
ſuſpended, before they offer at a redreſs of lighter Grievances ; 
and then I know not how, take ic for granted, That ſuch Chri- 
ſtians as were reduced to unjuſt Extremities, would have acted 
as you have done, (that is, have made a horrid Outcry for (mall 


Matters) ſo ſoon as theic other Calamities were over. Now I 


ſay this is a Suppoſition altogether Precarious, and ſuch as ma- 
nifeſtly begs what we debate about. For I alledge, That all 
other Chriſtians but your ſelves, have ſtill reckon'd they were 
free from Perſecution, while they might Worſhip. God as they 
thought fit; and to prove this, I appeal to their Apologies. You 
in your Reply Acknowledge, That no more than what plead for, 
can be inferr d from what they argued againſt their Adverſaties ;, 
but withal imagine, That had they been exactly in your Circum- - 
ſtances, they would have acted as you have done; and after be- 


ing itted to perform the Functions of their Faith, wou'd in 
purſuance of your Scheme, have ſtrair pretended to further Pri- 
viledges; 
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vernors as Perſecutors, if they had deni'd it. 
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viledges 3 that is, have claim'd a Right of being Stateſmen as 
well as Chriſtians, or otherwiſe have exclaim'd againſt their Go- 

SS this Aﬀer- 
tion is intolerably precarious, fince you cannot bring the remo- 
teſt inſinuation for it, from what themſelves have ſaid. But let 


me tell you it's ſomething worſe, it is Impious and Diſhonoura- 


ble to the Memory of theſe Worthies; it is a meaſuring of them 
from your turbulent and factious Temper; it's an ill Idea given 


of the beſt Profeſſion, as unpeaceable, in pleading for a ſhare of 
Policicks under a pretence of Piety. What a Notion muſt the 
Enemies of our Religion have of Us and It; who when we 


come firſt among them claim nothing but a bare permiſſion of 


our Faith, for the ſecuring of our Happineſs in another World; 


but ſo ſoon as that's obtain'd, fall a fighting for Secular Authori- 


ty, and if it's deni'd us, upbraid our Kulers as unjuſt ? We 


know what ſcandal Jeſuits have brought upon the Goſpel by 


ſuch an aſpiring Behaviour; and it were to be wiſht, That they 
who have run higheſt in their Cenſures of that Fraternity, were 
not too much their Brethren in one of their worſt Characters 
and that is, In making it matter of Conſcience, not only bare- 
ly to propagate their Opinions, but likewiſe to govern Kingdoms; 
or if this is not allow'd them, to cry out on All as Perſecutors 
who are a hindrance to their Ambition. Now to expoſe the Un- 
reaſonableneſs of this Antichriſtian Claim; I ſhall Examine 


and Refute what you have offer'd as a colour todefend it. You 


ſay, that to deny men their Right as Citizens, for the ſake of 
their Religion, is a ſort of Perſecution z and conſequently wou'd 
infer, That the preſſing Sacramental Teſts upon Diſſenters, as 
the Condition of their holding Seculac Employments, is an in- 
fraction of their Civil Rights upon the ſcore of their Perſuaſions , 
and therefore a Species of Perſecution. Is not this the ſum and 


ſtrength of your Objection ? 


* Dif]. Yes it is; And how will you Anſwer and Avoid it? 
Div. I own it is Unanſwerable, if you can make it out, 
That a Citizen as ſuch has a Right to hold ſome Secular Em- 
ploy ment. But I think the contrary is eaſily Demonſtrated, 
For what belongs to a Citizen as ſuch, certainly belongs toevery 
Citizen ; and therefore your Argument concludes nothing, be- 
cauſe it concludes too much. For if a Citizen as a Citizen has 


a Right to a Publick Poſt, then every Citizen is Injur d that has 


not 
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not ſuch a Poſt; and this indeed is a new Notion of a City. 


I thought, that a City had been a Multitude of People living 
under Common Laws, the Execution whereof is truſted to One 


— 
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or Few of them: But if all of them muſt ſerve the Publick in 
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that Truſt, I don't ſee, but a City muſt be a Multitude of G- 


vernors, Without private Perſons to be Govern'd; and that's a 
downright contradiction in Politicks. I know no more Eſſen- 


tial to a Citizen, but that he have a Legal Protection to his Private 


Property ; and Private Property Itake to bea man's Perſon and E- 
ſfatc;and whoſoever enjoys the Liberty of the one, and the Uſe of 


the other, according to Eſtabliſh'd Laws, has all the Right a Citi- 


Zen can crave. And to ſuppoſe that over and above, every Pri- 


vate Perſon is Perſecuted, if he's put from Publick Polls, is a 


Fanatical Conceit, which ſtrikes at the very root of every ſort of 
Government ; though more manifeſtly at all that is hereditary 
init. For if every Citizen has a Right to ſerve in ſome Publick 


Station, what bottom can there be for the Priviledge of Peers? 


what Security for the Prerogative of Crowns? Is it Perſecution 
that theſe are tied to Families ? that they are not kept to go in a 
Rotation among the Mob, like other Corporation Offices ? Are 
the common Inmates or Inhabitants of a Town deny'd their 
due, becauſe the May'ralty and other Offices are confined to 


the Baſis and Conſequences of your Objection ) are ſo ablurd, 
That it is alike treaſonable to Eſpouſe thein, and ridiculous to Re- 
fute them. You'll ſay perhaps, that theſe being matters altoge- 


ther of a Civil Concernment, and ſuch as Conſcience has no-- 


thing to do with, are therefore foreign to this Debate. That Per- 


their City Councils? Such Suppolitions (which yet are both 


{ecution having a relation to Religious Opinions, cannot be 
prov'd from political Proviſoes, to preſerve the peace of the Pub- - 
lick, nor faſten'd upon incapacitating Laws, where Religion 
enters not as a conſideration to lay men under that Incapaciy. - 


But it thus you hope to eſcape the Strength of what I have ſaid, 
I aſt remind you, that the Force of your Argument is built 
upon this, That a Citizen as ſuch has a Right to a Publick Cha- 
racter ; if ſo, then as I ſaid before, the reſtraining that Right is 
an Injury to them that are ſecluded by that Reſtraint from ſer- 
ving the Publick : And whatever Name you give to ſuch Incapa- 
citating Laws, whether you fix upon them that of Iajuſtic: or 
Perſecution, it comes all to one as to the point of Iniquity that 
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is en:ted. If Men are debarr'd from their due for their Religi- 
on, the Injury is ſpecified by the ſpecial Name of Perſecution ; 
ik upon other Conſiderations, it falls under the common Name 
of Oppreſſion, or Injuſtice ; and the worſt thing that can be ſaid 
of Perſecution it ſelf, is, That it is Unjuſt and Oppreflive. It 
zs therefore altogether falſe, That a Citizen as ſuch has a Right 
to Publick Employments ; for as ſuch, he has only a Right to 
the protection of his Perſon and Property, which are of a pti- 
vate Conlideration ; and conſequently the ſecluding him from 
the management of Publick Affairs, is but the reducing him to 
his Private Condition, and the leaving him on the level with 
his other Fellow-Subjects, the making him a Citizen and no 
more; which whether it be done for his Opinions, or other Poli- 
tical Accounts, is neither Perſecution nor Injuſtice; otherwiſe 
more than Nine Parts of Ten of all Mankind, muſt be unavoid- 
ably expos'd to Sufferings , while the proportion of them that 
act in a Publick Capacity, to thoſe that muſt be contented with 
a Private Condition, will ſtill have an inferior Ratio of what 
One has to Ten. 2 | 

Di//. You puzzle me indeed, but after all, Iam not convinc'd; 
for I cannot be perſuaded, but that if it be Perſecution to fine 
me upon the Account of my Conſcience (which you own that 
it is) it muſt be a greater degree of it, to lay me under an In- 
capacity as to my ſerving the State in Political Poſts, the Emo- 
luments whereof may amount to. more than all the other pecu- 
niary Mulcts which I am like to pay, for what you call Schiſma- 
tical Practices. Make your Hypotheſis therefore of a piece if 

vou can. \ , 

Div. I ſee no Inconſiſtence in it from what you Object. 

Dyſſ. Til make you apprehend it then, by asking a Queſtion 
or two. Do not you think it Perſecution to Fine Men for their 
going to Meetings ? | | | 

Div. Yes, I do. | 

Di//. And is it not a greater Loſs to forfeit a Beneficial Place, 
than to pay now and then a little Fine? 

Div. No doubt on't: But what infer you? | 

Diſſ. What infer I? I think the Inference evident: I infer, 
That therefore an Incapacitating men, as to Places, for Non- 

"Conformity, is a greater Perſecution than to Fine them for 
not coming to Church. For if Fining men is a Perſecution 


only 
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only wich reſpect of the Loſs ic brings upon them ; is not In- 
capacitating a greater Perſecution if ic bring upon them a great- 
er Loſs? I think this is Demonſtration. 


Div. Hold a little, and III diſcover your Error. It is not 


the ſimple ſubjecting of men to Loſs upon the Account of their 
Conſcience , but the making of them Loſers of what belongs 
to them, that will entitle them to the Reward of ſuch as ſut- 
fer for Rigliteouſneſs. Now the Fining them for not coming 
to Church, is to take from them what's theirs, for their Simple 
Opinions, and that is Perſetution in the propereſt Senſe : Bur 
to turn them out of the Fleet and Army, or other Poſts of 
Profit and Power, is what they ſhou'd not complain of, fince 
they have no greater Right to be in them, than Others that aro 
clear to comply with Sacramental Securities: And therefore, 
the transferring the Commiſſions of Thoſe to Theſe, is not to 
take away the Rights of the One, to make them over co the 
Other, but a bare lodging of what is in the diſpoſal of Law, in 
ſuch Hands as the Legiſlators think beſt co beſtow them on. Wou'd 
you therefore come to clear Conceptions of this Controverſy, 
you muſt learn to diſtinguiſh kgtween Private and Pablick Rights: 
Private Rights are theſe which belong to Private men, for ex- 
ample, their Lives, Liberties, and Eſtates: Now to diveſt men 
of theſe or any part of them for Nonconformity , is Perſecu- 


tion indeed. But Pablick Rights are veſted in Perſons of a Pub- 


lick Character ; they are the Rewards of Government, which 
Governors may confer upon ſuch as they chink worthieſt of 
them. Carry this Diſtinction in your mind, and it will ſerve as 
a Thread to lead you through all the Intricacies of this Debate; 
which tho' plain enough of it ſelf, yet the Pride and Humor 
of Parties have made a difficale Labyrinth. 

Diſſ. 1 confeſs you have once more perplext me: I am brought 
to doubt of what I judg d Demonſtration , but aim till rather a 
Sceptick then a Profelyte to your Opinion. 

Div. Tell me what further Scruple you have, and I'll endea- 
vour to give you entire Satisfadion; for it is not my Deſign fo 
much to Shake as to Settle you. 

Dif. I think Religion ſhould be a Matter of the Frecſt 
Choice. 

Div. It ſhould ſo ; But what then? 
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Diſſ. And therefore there ſhould be no Reward referv'd for 
one Set more than for another. h * 
Div. Why lo ? a 
D.. Becauſe Rewards clap a Biaſs upon mens Affections, and 
conſequently render the Choice of their Religion rather an Et- 
fect of Paſſion than of Judgment. ; 
Div. It's ſtrange to fee how men will ſhift Sides in the heat 
of Diſpute, without knowingit; and rather than own the 
ſtrength of Arguments that go againſt them in One Particular, 
will take ſhelter in O5JeRions, which undermine their other 
Maxims. Sir, Are you not a Presbyterian ? I always took you 
for One of chat Perſuaſion. | 
D://. J am fo ſtill, and t ope to dye One. ; 
Div. And yet few Sects have ſhown a greater Spite at Tole- 


| | ration all along than Thoſe of your Way. I could have 


urg'd you with this e'er now, had I not been willing to deſcribe 
to you the true Limits of Liberty of Conſcience; and withal 
vaited for a fair Occaſion to make you ſenſible how prone you 
are in Pleading for Toleration to your ſelves, to have recourſe 
to ſuch Reaſonings as are incompatible with what at other times 
you plead for. | 

Di//. If I have argued any way repugnant to my Principles, 
Jam not aware on't, and will be ready to recant upon Con- 
viction. 

Div. T'll therefore make good my Allegation. You have ſaid, 
That Religion ought to be a Matter of the freeſt Choice; and 
thereupon conclude, That Encouragements to One Side more 
than any Other, ſhould be cut off; becauſe Temporal Emolu- 
ments corrupt mens Underſtandings in the Choice of their Re- 
lizion. Is not this your Senſe in ſhort ? 

D.. It is. 

Div. Now I ſhall ſhow, That ſuch an Argument is con- 
trary to your Principles and Practice; That it is attended 
with great Abſurdities 3 And that it's prejudicial to Religion. 
 Firlt, I ſay, that the withdrawing of Encouragements from 
the Profeſſion of Religion, is contrary to the Principles and 
Practice of Presbyterians : For no men ever argued more warm- 
ly for Miniſters having a Legal Maintenance independent on 
the Peoples Bounties, than they did when they had Power. If 
at any time they ſeemed inclin d to let go the Clergy's Title 
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to the Tythes , yet it was ſtill upon condition that à plentiful 
Proviſion ſhould be ſecured to them another way. Fur beſides, 
Did ever any men appear more Zralous to have Laws enacted 
by the State, to countenance. their Dilcipline , and have their 
Cenſures made effectual by the Arm of Fleſh 2 Both tlieſi Par- 
ticulars are fo well known to all the World, that it wov'd be 
Impudence to deny them, and therefore it would he in:vortie 
nent to prove them, Now if Legal Stipengs and Aſſembly- 
Acts, backt by the Authority of Civil Laws, are not Legal En- 
couragements, I confels I am to ſeek as to my Notions in this 
matter, Secondly, The withdrawing Temporal Emoluments 
from the Profeſſion of Religion, is attended with intolerable 
Abſurdities For it is a rude Refletion upon the Terw'ſh Con- 
ſtitution; (which as it was the Almighty's own Appointment , 
ſo it was ſupported in ev'ry Part by ſuch Emoluments); it ſup- 
poſes, that the ProteRors of the State ſhould be men cf no 
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Religion; ſince to ſuppoſe them to have N and yet to 


be under an Obligation not to ſhow it ſuitable Reſpect, is in 
effect to ſuppoſe , that they mult have no Religion; for to al- 
low a Veneration for it, and yet deny liberty to expreſs it, is 
a Contradiction in Morality. Laſtly, It would be very prejudi- 
cial to Religion: For Religion being the Knowledge of Spi- 
ritual Concerns, this Knowledge muſt be preſerved by Teach- 
ing ; and if fo, the Teachers of it muſt have Encouragement ; 
otherwiſe, without the Support of Micacle, through time they'll 
ceaſe to Teach; and when there is no Teaching, Religion will 
turn to an odd Medley of extravagant Conceits ; which of all 
men, Presbyrerians ſhould leaſt forget, who after they had tuin d 
Our Eſtabliſh'd Church, under the Pretence of Introducing a 
Purer Miniſtry, found their own Reward in being ſoon after 
over-run by Anabapriſts, Seekers, Ranters, Quakers, and other 
Se#zries, who all of them concurr'd to decry their Miniſtry, 
and gave out that the Power of Goſpel Ordinances was loſt ; 
and then I'm ſure any but Presbyterians would in their Puniſh- 
ment have ſcen their Sin. Thus upon the whole, I think enough 
is ſaid, to lead any bur a Libertine, to underftand not only the 
Lawfulneſs, but Neceſſity of allowing Publick Enconragements 


| to the Profeflion of Religion; and conſequently to ſhow , 
That as every Se has a Right to give what Encouragement ic 


can to the Religion they profeſs, fo the Governors of the State, 
| D:'2 | may 
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may grant what Encouragement they think fit to that Religion 


Which they Own; and therefore, that ſince Publick Places are at 


their Diſpoſal, they may confer them in ſuch .a manner, as may 
turn to the Encouragement of thoſe who are of their Profeſſion. 
D. J confeſs you have ſaid more in the defence of Sacra- 


mental Teſts, than before I had reflected on: but after all, Do 


you think that the Preſſing of them, is to do as you would be 
done by? Or uduld you not reckon ita Rigor to be ſo dealt with, 


| were you in Our Condition? 


Div. Could you once obtain a Presbyterian Soveraign , and a 
Parliament well aſſected to your Principles; as I doubt not but 


you would have your Teſts more Mercileſs than Ours, ſo I own, 


we ſhould have no juſt Handle to complain, while we were al- 
low'd the Liberty which we are willing to allow to you and all 


the World. But as for the Rule, Of doing as we would be 


done by, tho it is the moſt juſt and comprehenſive Meaſure 
of our Actions, yet Ibelieve Men are apt to miſunderſtand and 


miſapply it , by carrying it beyond an equitable Caſe. For ex- 
ample, A Malefactor muſt not plead Indemnity from the Sen- 


tence of a Judge, becaule the Judge would wiſh to be forgiven 


were he in the Malefactor's State. Such a ſtretch of the Rule 


would ruin all the Juſtice npon Earth. To do then as we 
would be done by, implies no more, but Compaſſion in an 
equitable Caſe, the ſhowing Pity as far as is conſiſtent with the 
Order of the World. Now had Presbyterians on their ſide 
Authority and Power, for Us to plead that they ſhould manifeſt- 
ly endanger the loſing it , by Condeſcenſions that probably 
would turn it over unto Ours, would be too much for Us to 


challenge, Fooliſhneſs for Them to part with, and more I'm ſure 
than we could reaſonably expect. And leſt it eſcape my Me- 


mory, let me add one thing while it occurs, and it's this in ſhort ; 
That I think we do as we would be done by, that is, we do all 
that's equitable, tho* we ſhould reſtrain Toleration to ſuch Seas 
whoſe Principle it is, Net to allow it unto others. For it will be 
very hard to prove it fair for any Party to pretend a Right to 
Toleration while they want it, who would not grant it to thoſe 
who need it not. If then Toleration were denied to all who 
will not promiſe to grant it in their Turn, perhaps it would be 
hard to prove that this were Inconſiſtent with the Rule of Do- 
ing as we would be done by, ſince I believe it would be an 
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Ading uitably as well as wiſely. But what an Abridgement 


this would be to the Liberty of moſt Diſſenters, is what I leave 
to them to reflect upon at leiſure ; for I love not to purſue an 
Argument, however juſt, that ſavours of Severity, 


Diſſ. I know not what to reply at preſent : But is there any 


thing beſides the enforcing of Sacramental Teſts, which you 
wou'd claim as a further clog to Toleration. 


Div. Yes, I think there is. I think that in all the Towns of 


England, ſuch as after the Enacting of that Law, went away 


to Meeting-Houſes, might have been oblig'd to pay thoſe Con- 


tributions to the Pariſh-Miniſters, which they were wont to 
Pay before they were indulg'd. 
Diſſ. This methinks appears a little hard; ſince Contributions 


being voluntary, one wou'd think they ſhould ceaſe, whenever 
Men grow unwilling to continue them. 


Div. Voluntary Contributions I confeſs, end with that act of 
Will that grants them ; but Legal ones for Clergy-Men, may be 


levied like other Taxes for the Publick. 


Diſſ. May not the State as equitably appoint a Phyſician in 
every Town of Exgland; and order all People promiſcuouſly to 


contribute to their Maintenance; ſuch as ſuſpect their Integrity 
or Skill, as well as others who approve of their Abilities ? 


Div. If there were ſuch a Political Regulation for Peoples 
Health o'er all the Countrey, I don't ſee what cou d be juſtly 
Objected to it. 

Diſſ. Objected to it | wou d it not be hard to make Men pay 


Double, when a ſingle Payment may ſerve the turn as well or 


betcer. | 
Div. Have not double Taxes been exacted of the. Facobires , 


to luppore a Prince whom they reckonꝰd an Uſurper? (that is, a 


publick Poiſoner of the State) and yet none but Facobites did 


ever think it a pitiable caſe. But I'll tell you what was a little 


hard indeed, That when Diſſenters got their Act of Toleration, 
no cate was taken to provide for them that were to be Loſers 
by it; a piece of n which cou'd not have happen'd, 
had there been the ſame Zeal in thoſe who drew the Bill for 
Liberty of Conſcience , to ſee that the Clergy ſhould not Suf- 
fer by it , that there was to procure Privileges to other men, 
who want not Will enough to impoveriſh them as much as 
pollible. | . 
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Dif. They may blame themſelves, that there are ſo many 
who watch an Opportunity to bring them low. For had they 
not oppos'd the Deſign of Comptehenſion oftner than once, 
long e're now there might have been ſuch an Union of Diſſen- 
ters to their Church, as woud have Eſtabliſh'd it for ever. 
And to this day, they are fo far from all thoughts of an Ami- 
cable Agreement, that in a Diſcourſe lately Publiſh'd by one of 
their Zealots, thoſe among them who were for healing Methods, 
are rail'd at as Berrayers of their Common Cauſe ; and the reſt 
are.paſſionately exhorted, to watch againſt the Wiles of Trea- 
cherous Compounders, and to bang out a bloody Flag, and Banner 
of Defiance ; words that ſmell rank of Perſecution , and favour 
more of the Spirit of that Impoſtor who taught bis Followers 
to propagate his Tenets by the Force of Arms; than of that 
Wiſdom that came down from above, and is both Pure and Peaceable , 
gentle and eaſy to be intreated. 

Div. Sir, I own, I am aſham'd that any one of our Com. 
munion, but more eſpecially that one in Holy Orders amongſt - 
us, ſhould give ſuch ſcope'to his unſanctifi d Paſſions; and moſt 
of all we ſhould lament, to fee ſuch ſtudied Strains of Malice 
vented in the Pulpit, and in a place where Learning might ſoft- 
en that Barbarity which is incident to Human Nature, when it 
is not cultivated by Knowledge, But after all, let us rather leſ- 
ſen than aggravate his Guile, What if the Author did not 
ſpeak ſo much from the ſerled Sentiments of his Heart, as from 
a tranſitory. Flaſh of miſtaken Zeal? What if he ſtudied more 
to find a ſtroke of Eloquence, (and then be ſure ſuch big ſounds 
as blcody Flags and Banners, were very acceptable when they 
occurr'd ) than either Juſtneſs of Stile or Thought? What if he 
miſtook the proper way to reach Preferment , and thought that 
for once he might be more than ordinarily warm to ſerve a Par- 
ty, if happily that might make his Fortune in the World? 
When we have made theſe Charitable Suppoſitions concerning 
his Performance (and I believe he may honeſtly uſe every one 
of them in his Apology ) we ſhall be the more inclin'd to joyn 
Mercy with our Judgment; and ſhow ſome Compaſſion in 
cenſuring his Performance, which conſider d in it ſelf, is indeed 
a compoſition of Detraction and Cruelty 3 and has nothing elſe 
to make it tolerable, but that it is as void of Wit and Judg- 
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ment, as it is full of Slander and unjuſt Severity. By this time 


you muſt underſtand my Sentiments as to an Act of Comprehen- 
ſion, which will be always as much the Deſire of the beſt men, 
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as it is the Averſion of the worſt. - But withal I muſt remind 


you, That Diffenters in their turn, when they hop'd to have 
what Terms they pleas'd, have ſhown as great a backwardneſs 
to an amicable Accommodation as their Neighbours. Their 


Behaviour when the Popiſh Plot broke out, and Excluſion Bill 


was like to paſs, was too clear. a Proof of what I charge upon 
them. And though I'm far from Juſtifying them who obſtruct- 


ed the laſt Attempt for accommodating Matters; ſince ſo good an 


Undertaking was the beſt thing that the beſt Men could ſet their 
ſtrength to; yet muſt ſay, That the Endeavouring it at a time 
when an Epiſcopal Church was Ruined and Perſecuted in our 


Neighbour Nation, was not the proper Seaſon to expect Favour 


- 


to Diſſenters here. 


Thus in a Dialogue between a Churchman and a Schiſma- 
tick, (in which I have concealed nothing, to my Knowledge, 
which the one has a fair Claim for upon the other) I have ſhown 
what Clauſes might have been juſtly put in the Bill for Tolerati- 
on, for the Security of our Eſtabliſh'd Church: but whether 
this is a proper Juncture to procure what I have pleaded for, 
muſt be left to the Diſcretion of our Governours ; and there I 
leave it. Only I muſt add, That if the Strength of the Diſſent- 
ing Intereſt is at preſent ſo conſiderable, as to make it dange- 
rous to provoke them, by impoſing Sacramental Teſts, this is fo 
far from being an Objection againſt them, that it is a good Ar- 
gument for having them. For if their Intereſt is ſo formidable, 
as to make it hazardous to Offend them, it is full time to venture 
their Diſpleaſure, when there is ſuch reaſon to dread their Pow- 
er. And if they are not fo terrible as they would make the 
you believe they are, it is prudent to prevent their being 
o. a | 
But if after all the Affectation on the (ſide of Some to ſecure 
our Conſticution, and the Suſpicion rais'd by Others, as if there 
had been a Deſign to ruin it; neither the one ſhall exert their In- 
tereſt for its Support, nor the other defire to wipe off the jealou- 


ſy ; Let Church-men learn to look at both as equally well 3 
; . ed 


The Caſe of Toleration Recagnic dl. + 


ed to their Cauſe , and inſtead of putting any Confidence in 
the Arm of Fleſh, commit their Cauſe to Him whoſe Cauſe it 
is; for God can defend his Heritage in ſpice of Enemies, and 
without the help of pretended Friends. For I dare ventute to 
conclude with the Words of David, (but with ſome Deviation 
from his Senſe ) That though Father and Mother ſhould forſake ns, 
(that is, by way of Alluſion to our Caſe) though Kings and Queens 
ſhould in their turns ſucceſſively overlook our Rights ; yet rhe Lord will 
be both a Sun and a Shield, Light and Protection to bis People. 
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